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At the work session held after the August 19, 2020 public hearing, the Planning Commission
requested more information and history regarding the 1000’ separation distance. A memorandum
to the Board that outlines that history dated June 5, 2018 is attached to this memo. This June 5,
2018 memo outlines options that were presented to the BoCC at that date. On July 24, 2018, a
majority of the Board directed staff to proceed with Option 2 as outlined in that memo.

Public Comment Summary

As part of the public process for the Thurston County 2020 Comprehensive Plan Update,
Community Planning staff solicited public comments from July 27, 2020 to August 19, 2020.
The 2020 Comprehensive Plan Update includes four parts that were not finished in 2019: a
review and update of the mineral lands element (chapter 3, Map N-2, Thurston County Code); an
update to the Thurston County parks level of service for consistency with the Parks, Open Space,
and Trails plan (chapter 1, 2, 6, and 9); an update to the health element (chapter 11); and a
review and if needed an update to the Long Term Forestry designation (chapter 3, Map N-1 and
L-1). Logistical Chapters such as the Title Page, Table of Contents, Appendix C, and Appendix
D also have minor proposed amendments.

Comments Received during Planning Commission Public Hearing Comment Period

For this public hearing, comments were collected from July 27 through August 19, 2020. There

were 8 oral comments at the public hearing on August 19, 2020 that touched on the same topics

as many written comments; a matrix summary of those oral comments is at the very end of the

public comment attachments (Attachment 4). Staff received 52 written comments (40 mineral

lands, 10 parks, 1 forestry, and 1 logistical). Major themes of written comments included:
Mineral Lands
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(1) No decisions should be made until the county is open for business, and it is
inappropriate to place gravel mines in RR zoning
(3) Preserve rural character
(1) Maintain 1,000-foot separation distance from UGAS
(12) Maintain 1,000-foot separation distance from parks
(2) History doesn’t support the 1,000-foot separation distance, and the County should
repeal it
(13) Do not co-designate forestry & mineral lands
(2) Include land trusts in parks definition
(24) Support Option A-1 (do not co-designate agriculture & mineral lands)
(6) Support Option A-2 (co-designation of agriculture & mineral lands)
(6) Support Option C-1 (plats within 1,000-feet of mineral lands sign resource use notice)
(2) Support Option C-2 (plats within 500-feet of mineral lands sign a resource use notice)
(6) Support Option D-1 (only allow expansion of operations onto designated mineral
lands)
(5) Support Option D-3 (stakeholder developed expansion option)
(5) Support Option E-2 (if any amount is mapped as designated, whole parcel can apply
for permit)
(5) Support Option E-3 (whole parcel must be mapped in order to be permitted)
(2) Suggested code changes to existing options
o Request that Option D-3 require barriers be in place at the time of adoption, when
allowing new mines up to an existing barrier within the 1,000-feet from a park
o Request that Option D-3 allow for new mining operations in the 1,000-feet from a
park when the park was donated by any mine operator, as opposed to current
language requiring it to be the same operator applying for the permit.

Forestry

(1) Suggest R1/10 or R1/20 for forestry changes

Parks

(10) Oppose proposed park at Spooner Farms site, more parks welcome but not at the
cost of agricultural lands?

Comments received for the 8/19/2020 public hearing are available online at:
https://www.thurstoncountywa.gov/planning/planningdocuments/PC-H-Comment-Matrix.pdf

! Staff responded to these comments noting this is not part of the proposed amendments being considered as part of this public
hearing, and that the Comprehensive Plan covers parks generally (i.e., X acres needed by the year 2040) rather than directly
addressing individual future or proposed park sites. Staff communicated to citizens that this is a site owned by the City of
Olympia and they may wish to also share their comments with the City.


https://www.thurstoncountywa.gov/planning/planningdocuments/PC-H-Comment-Matrix.pdf
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Comments Received prior to Planning Commission Public Hearing Comment Period
Between the start of the project in 2017 and the day prior to the public hearing notice was
released on July 27, 2020, staff received 242 comments by email/mail related to the continuing
items of the Comprehensive Plan. The majority of these comments covered mineral lands, and
were related to past discussions where decisions have already been made (for example, defining
parks), or discussed old options. A summary of the major themes is below:

e (1) Parks Level of Service should include playgrounds

e (241) Mineral Lands

o Maintain 1,000 feet in designation criteria;

do not co-designate LTA,
co-designate with LTA;
concerns over pollution;
opposition to update in general,
support of changes to hydrogeologic code in 17.20TCC;
include land trusts in definition of parks; and
a range of comments that supported different options (A-1/A-2, C-1/C-2, D-1/D-
2/D-3, E-1/E-2/E-3).
Comments received prior to the start of the comment period for the Planning Commission public
hearing are available online at:
https://www.thurstoncountywa.gov/planning/planningdocuments/PrePCHearing-
CompPlanComments_07272020.pdf

o O 0O 0O O O O

Staff Recommendations

Community Planning staff recommends that the Planning Commission forward a
recommendation of approval to the Thurston County Board of County Commissioners for the
updated 2020 Comprehensive Plan (chapters, maps, appendices and glossary), and related
amendments to the Thurston County Code, subject to any corrections from the Department of
Commerce.
Of the options presented to the Planning Commission, staff recommends the following:
e Option A-1 - Do not co-designate mineral and agricultural lands
e Option C-1 — Maintain current plat resource use notice of 1,000-feet
e Option D-2 — Allow expansion of existing mines onto undesignated areas, including in
1,000 feet from UGA and parks, OR Option D-3 — Allow expansion of existing mines
onto undesignated areas, including in 1,000 feet from UGA and parks and allow for new
mines site within the 1,000-feet distance from UGA/park up to an existing barrier, or
when the park was donated by the same operator
e Option E-1 — Double-Threshold designation of 0.25 acres and 5%, OR Option E-2 — If
any amount is designated, the whole parcel is eligible for a permit
e Option F-1 — No Change, keep all parcels as Long-Term Forestry


https://www.thurstoncountywa.gov/planning/planningdocuments/PrePCHearing-CompPlanComments_07272020.pdf
https://www.thurstoncountywa.gov/planning/planningdocuments/PrePCHearing-CompPlanComments_07272020.pdf
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Draft Motions & Findings

The Planning Commission moves to forward a recommendation of approval to the
Thurston Board of County Commissioners of amendments to Comprehensive Plan
Chapters 1, 2, 3, 6, 9, 11, appendices C & D, and Map L-1-Future Land Use, Map N-1 Long
Term Forestry and Agriculture, and Map N-2 Designated Mineral Lands; and to
recommend approval of amendments to Chapter 17.20, Chapter 18.04, Chapter 20.03,
Chapter 20.30B, Chapter 20.54, and Chapter 20.60 of the Thurston County Code.

The Planning Commission recommends approval of these amendments as presented in
Option A-X, Option C-X, Option D-X, Option E-X and Option F-X".

* If motioning Option F-1, there will be no changes to Map L-1 — Future Land Use and Map N-1
Long Term Forestry.

If motioning Option F-2, Planning Commission should specify which parcels they are
recommending for de-designation, land use change, and rezoning. The additional language
should be added to the end of the first paragraph of the motion (after Thurston County Code):
“and to recommend approval of de-designation from Long-Term Forestry and associated land
use amendment and rezone for parcels X, X, X, X, X, X, and X.”

For reference, the parcel numbers are (see attachment for a map):

e A-13816230200 e E 13822130100
e B -13816230000 e F-21621300100
e (C 13816240000 e (G-21621200100

D — 09880001002

Findings:
1. The proposed amendments are consistent with the Growth Management Act 26.70A RCW.
2. The proposed amendments are consistent with the Thurston County County-Wide Planning
Policies.
3. The Thurston County Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing on August
19, 2020 as required by the Thurston County Code Chapter 2.05 Growth Management
Public Participation, and considered public comment received.

Attachments:

1 — Options Matrix, Excerpted from August 19, 2020 Staff Report to the Planning Commission

2 — Long Term Forestry Parcels

3 — Memo to the BoCC Dated June 5, 2018 regarding the History of the 1000’ separation distance

4 — Public Comments Received July 27 — August 19, 2020

e Public Comments received prior to July 27 <can be viewed online at:

https://www.thurstoncountywa.gov/planning/planningdocuments/PrePCHearing-
CompPlanComments_07272020.pdf



https://www.thurstoncountywa.gov/planning/planningdocuments/PrePCHearing-CompPlanComments_07272020.pdf
https://www.thurstoncountywa.gov/planning/planningdocuments/PrePCHearing-CompPlanComments_07272020.pdf




Attachment 1 — Option Summary, Excerpted from 8/19/2020 Staff Report for Comprehensive Plan Public Hearing

Mineral Lands Element — Options

Decision Option A-1 Option A-2

Point “A” Maintain current designation criteria. | Amend designation criteria to allow
for co-designation of mineral lands

Designation and agricultural lands.

Criteria and

Mineral Designates 142,170 acres.

Lands Map Designates 140,086 acres. (Approx. 2,084 co-designated
LTA/MRL)

Decision Option C-1 Option C-2

Point “C” Maintain current language in 18.04 Reduce language in 18.04 TCC to

TCC, requiring a resource use notice | require a resource use notice 500-
Plat 1,000-feet from designated mineral feet from designated mineral lands

Resource Use
Notice
Requirement

lands for plats.

Consistent with state law, RCW
36.70A.060(b), minimum required is
500 ft.

for plats.

Consistent with state law, RCW
36.70A.060(b), minimum required is
500 ft.

Decision Option D-1 Option D-2 Option D-3
Point “D” Code language in 20.30B TCC that Code language in 20.30B TCC that Code language in 20.30B TCC that
would allow for expansion of would allow for expansion of would allow for expansion of

Options for existing operations only onto existing operations onto existing operations onto

New and designated mineral resource lands. undesignated mineral resource lands, | undesignated mineral resource lands,

Expanding including the undesignated 1,000- including the undesignated 1,000-

Operations foot separation distance from UGAs | foot separation distance from UGAS

on and parks. and parks; expansion or new

Undesignated operations within the undesignated

Mineral 1,000-foot separation distance from

Lands parks up to an existing barrier;
expansion or new operations within
the undesignated 1,000-foot
separation distance from parks when
the park was donated by the same
mining operator.

Decision Option E-1 Option E-2 Option E-3

Point “E” Code language in 20.30B would Code language in 20.30B would Code language in 20.30B would

consider a whole parcel designated consider a whole parcel designated consider a whole parcel designated

Evaluating at site-level and eligible to apply for | at site-level and eligible to apply for | at site-level and eligible to apply for

Mineral a permit when 0.25 acres and at least | a permit when any amount of the a permit only when the entire parcel

Lands Map 5% are mapped as designated. parcel is mapped as designated. is mapped as designated.

at Site-Scale

**There is no longer a Decision Point B. Decision Point B and associated options were removed through the Mineral Lands Stakeholder Group and Planning
Commission process in March-May, 2020, prior to this hearing being set. It is not omitted from this table by error.

Long Term Forestry Review — Options

Decision
Point “F”

Long Term
Forestry
Amendments

Option F-1

Make no change to any of the 7
parcels. Leave Long-Term Forestry
designation, land use, and zone as-is.

Option F-2

Amend the land use and associated
zoning of any of the seven parcels (+
0 to 173.52 acres) from Long-Term
Forestry to Rural Residential
Resource 1/5, and respectively
remove from the Long-Term
Forestry designation.










